ME AUTEM NOMINE APPELLABAT: AVOIDANCE OF CICERO'S NAME IN HIS DIALOGUES
Cicero's dialogue De Finibus depicts three conversations between the author and his friends.1 In the course of these conversations Cicero depicts himself as addressing his interlocutors directly, using the vocative case,2 on 45 occasions;3 the other characters, however, never address Cicero at all. What is the reason for this imbalance? An obvious answer to this question might be that Cicero, who is not known for his modest, self-effacing character, simply assigned himself the biggest role in his dialogues, so that the other characters could not get a word in edgewise. Closer examination of the issue, however, suggests that other factors may be at work. Cicero's favouritism towards his own persona is most obvious in the first dialogue of the De Finibus (books 1 and 2), in which he speaks 70% of the time, the other two characters, ' Quotations and statistics in this paper are taken from the Oxford text of Cicero's letters and the Teubner text of his philosophical works, with the exception of the De Legibus, which was only available to me in a Loeb text. References and abbreviations follow the conventions of the Oxford Latin Dictionary.
2 I am using 'to address' in its technical, linguistic sense (= 'to use a word referring to the person to whom one is speaking') rather than in the general sense of 'to talk to'. For the purposes of this paper, the noun 'address' is synonymous with ' In the second conversation (books 3 and 4) the address imbalance is even clearer; here Cicero has assigned his own character only 57% of the words spoken, but still that character addresses the others repeatedly without ever being addressed in return. In the last dialogue, which occupies book 5, Cicero lets his own character talk only 14% of the time. 1.3, 1.9, 1.11, 1.26, 1.43.  9 1.3, 1.4, 1.5 (bis), 1.8, 1.12, 1.13, 1.17, 1.18, 1.21, 1.37, 1.53, 1.57, 1.58, 1.63 Greek precedents for this type of name avoidance are not easy to find. Plato does not appear as a character in his own dialogues, and when Plato depicts a character narrating a dialogue in which he participated (as Socrates narrates the Republic), that character has no difficulty in including addresses to himself. In fact, for reasons having nothing to do with name avoidance, the Republic shows a marked imbalance of address by name precisely the opposite of that found in Cicero's works: Socrates is addressed by name much more often than he uses names in address.27 Xenophon's Anabasis belongs to a different genre, but it is nonetheless notable that Xenophon there shows himself being addressed by name seven times.28 Aristotle's lost dialogues would of course be the most relevant precedent, given Cicero's specific mention of them as a model for his own work (Att. 13.19.4), but there is at present no way of knowing whether or not Aristotle allowed the other interlocutors to address his persona by name.
Thus it is clear that Cicero in his dialogues always adhered to a convention whereby the character representing himself could be neither addressed nor referred to by name. This convention was strong enough that Cicero was prepared to put himself to some inconvenience and use circumlocutions where he would normally have put a vocative to make the course of the conversation clear. It was apparently not, however, a convention shared by other Roman writers of the time. Given the lack of Greek parallels and the loss of crucial evidence, the origins of this convention, like its purpose, at present remain obscure. Greek precedents for this type of name avoidance are not easy to find. Plato does not appear as a character in his own dialogues, and when Plato depicts a character narrating a dialogue in which he participated (as Socrates narrates the Republic), that character has no difficulty in including addresses to himself. In fact, for reasons having nothing to do with name avoidance, the Republic shows a marked imbalance of address by name precisely the opposite of that found in Cicero's works: Socrates is addressed by name much more often than he uses names in address.27 Xenophon's Anabasis belongs to a different genre, but it is nonetheless notable that Xenophon there shows himself being addressed by name seven times.28 Aristotle's lost dialogues would of course be the most relevant precedent, given Cicero's specific mention of them as a model for his own work (Att. 13.19.4), but there is at present no way of knowing whether or not Aristotle allowed the other interlocutors to address his persona by name.
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